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"Petition from actions of the Board oFPatent Appeals and Interferences" for filing in the above- 
identified application. Attached to the Petition is a four page document. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Applicatioji No.: 08/889,033 

In re Application of 

Frazzitta^ et at. 

Appeal No : 2007-0699 

Confiniiation No. : 2912 

Filed: July 7, 1997 

Title: Transaction System 

Mail Stop Appeal Brief - Patents 
Commissioner for Patents 
P. O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



AxtUnit 2621 



Patent Examiner 
Tung Vo 



PETITION FROM ACTIONS OF THE BOARD 
OF PATENT AITEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

This petition is the result of the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences ("Board") 
making procedural errors which resulted in the Board relying on erroneous opinions in rendering 
the rehearing decision dated February 15, 2008. The rehearing decision was in response to 
Appellants* Request for Rehearing filod November 15, 2007 regardijig the decision dated 
September 21, 2007 in Appeal No. 2C 07-0699. As a result of the critical procedural errors made* 
by the Board, Appellants petition to have the rejections of claims 4, 20, 28, 41, and 45 vacated 
and reversed. Kindly enter Applicants' following remarks without prejudice. 

- 1 - 
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Reasons for the petition 

The rehearing decision (whict. in this petition includes the decision) is not based on facts 
or even on the knowledge of one of o rdinaiy skill in the art. The rehearing decision was not 
based on facts, especially publically available facts with respect to the teaching or suggestion of 
the Ramachandran reference. Instead, the rehearing decision was based solely on the Board*s 
unsupported personal opinion. Thus, the rehearing decision is improper becaase it relies on the 
results of critical procedural errors ani is contrary to both law and fact. 

The Board did not resolve the level of ordinary skill in the art in accordance with 
Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 USPQ 459 (1966) with respect to the teaching or 
suggestion of the Ramachandran refei"ence. The Board's affirmation of the rejection of claims 4, 
20, 28, 41, and 45 is incorrectly basec solely on the Board's opinion that "Ramachandran 
reasonably suggests to one of ordinar/ skill in the art that a 'through-the-wall* type [of] machuie 
is supported by a wall of a bank" (reh taring decision page 4, at lines 1-3), 

Evidence that the Board did not resolve the level of ordinary skill in the art can be found 
in the Board's request foi' Appellants io provide evidence regarding the level of ordinary skill iix 
the art. For example, the rehearing decision at page 5, lines 4-6 states: 

"Although Appellants, who apparently work for the assignee Diebold, one of the 
world's leading suppliexs of ATMs, are certainly in a position to know how 
*through-the-wair ATMs- are moimted. they cite no evidence/' 
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The above statement by the Board acknowledges that Appellants are ones of ordinary 
skill in the art. Yet the record shows that the Board refused to give any weight to Appellants' 
remarks regarding Ramachandran's througli-the-wall ATM, but instead continued to rely upon its 
own unsupported personal opinions with respect to Ranmchandran's through-the-wall ATM. 

In the decision on rehearing th e Board for the first time in this appeal process, requested 
evidence from Appellants and suggested that Appellants should have submitted evidence 
subsequent to the Board's original dec ision, of how the '^tlirough the wall" ATM shown in tlie 
Ramachandran reference (which is ov/ned by Appellants' assignee) is supported. Appellants 
respectfally submit that the Board im])roperly requests evidence while knowing that rules 37 
C.F,R. § 41 .33 and 37 § 41.52 prevented Appellants from freely entering additional 

evidence. This is clear procedural enor. 

Nevertheless, in order to fiiUy respond to the Board's request, attached herewith is a 
publically available document that rej olves the level of ordinary skill in the art with respect to 
through-the-wall ATMs with regard t>> the Ramachandran reference. The document is titled 
"1072ix Through The Wall Walk-Up Unit With ix Safe and Polymer Fascia" (File No. 177-385 
Rev. 3)- The document j^rovides facti^ which show that the Board clearly erred in affirming the 
rejections of claims 4, 20, 28, 41, and 45. 

Appellants respectfully petition, based on the Board's direct request, that the requested 
evidence (document) be entered for consideration by the Office, and that the decision of the 
Board be vacated pending consideration of the evidence the Board has requested. 

-3- 
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Acknowledgments bv the Board that Appellants' current arguments were already of record 

L The rehearing decision (at pai;e 2) acknowledges that Appellants previously argued that 
the Board erred in their decision with respect to claims 4, 20, 28, 41, and 45. 

2. The rehearing decision confirms (e.g., at pages 2 and 3) that Appellants specifically 
argued that the Board en ed in regard to the teaching and suggestion of Ramachandran. 

3. The rehearing decision (at pa|.e 4, lines 19-22) acknowledges that Appellants argued that 
a through-the-wall type of ATM (like Ramachandran's ATM relied upon by the Board) is actually 
supported by a floor behind the wall. That is, Ramachandran^s through-the-wall ATM is 
freestanding, with its customer interfi.ce only extending through (but not supported by) the wall. 

Allegations of record made bv the Board with respect to Ramachandran 

From the rehearing decision: 

• "hi our opinion, Rama ;handran reasonably suggests to one of ordinary skill in the 
art that a 'through-the-walV type machine is supported by a wall of a bank" 
(rehearing decision pa; je 4, at lines 1-3); 

• "That is, Ramachandran suggests that the assembly 40 which houses the ATM 
components is supported by the wall e\fen if \\. turns out that the method of support 
is acLually different O^age 4, at lines 4-7); 

"an ordiniary person vi-nving the ATM fascia 50 in Figures 4 and 7 mounted on the 
exterior wall of a bank would have been lead to believe that the machine is 
supported by a wall of the bank" (page 4, at lines 7- 10); 
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"We noted that 'the w^Jl and mounting are not expressly illustrated' (Op. 23) in 
Ramachandran, so we are relying on what the reference teaches or suggests to one 
of ordinary skill in the art" (page 4, at lines 10-12); 

• "Our posi tioji is that F amachandran reasonably suggests to one of ordinary skill in 
die art that '[t]he assembly 40 in Ramachandran is a frame' (Op. 15) and that '[tjhe 
assembly 40 has to be supported somehow by the wall' (Op. 19)" (page 4, at lines 
15-18); and 

• "We find that Ramach indran at least reasonably suggests supporting the ATM 
assembly on a wall of a bank" (page 5, at lines 7-8). 

From the decision: 

• "The assembly 40 in Ramachandran is a frame" (decision page 15 at lines 10-11, 
regarding claim 4); 

"the assembly 40 in Riiraachandran is a frame in an opening in a wall for a 
through-the-wal] AT}/.. The assembly 40 has to be supported somehow by the 
wall" (page 20 at lines 1-4, regarding claim 20); 

the "assembly 40 [whi :h] must extend through and be supported by a wall in a 
through-the-wall ATV! although the wall and the mounting are not expressly 
illustrated. It is not necessary for Ramachandran to disclose details that would be 
immediately evident to one of ordinary skill in the art" (page 23 at lines 15-19, 
regarding claim 28); 

-5- 
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"As discussed in conn<x;tion with claim 28, Ramachandran discloses a through- 
the-wall ATM where the assembly 40, wliich corresponds to a frame, fits in an 
opening in the wall and is in supporting connection with the wall'* (page 29 at 
lines 6-9, regarding ckiim 41); and 

'•Ramachimdran discloses mounting components for a customer station on a frame 
(assembly 40) in a wall opening in supporting connection with the wall for a 
through-tlie-wall configuration" (page 35 at lines 19-21, regarding claim 45). 



CRITICAL ERRORS OF FACT BY THE BOARD 

The Board did not apply the correct legal standard for review 

1. Obviousness requires a showi:ig of prior art knowledge of all recited features and 
relationships. In addition, before there can be a valid finding of obviousness, there must be some 
reason based on prior art knowledge to combine known features and relationships in the manner 
recited in the claim. KSR Int'l Co, v. Teleflex Inc., 127 S.Ct. 1727 (2007). The rehearing 
decision did not meet this requirement. 

There is also no evidence of record that the Board's many opinions (or statements of 
allegation) are prior art knowledge, /appellants continue to request an affidavit from the Board 
according to the provisions of 37 C.F 1 .104(d)(2). Note Appellants' initial, affidavit request 
beginning at page 4, last paragraph, in the Request for Rehearing. Nor is there any evidence of 
record that the Board*5 many allegations regarding Ramachandran have one iota of truthfulness or 
any factual basis, 

-6- 
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2. A determination of patentabil ty must be based on evidence of record. In re Lee, 277 
F.3d 1338, 61 USPQ2d 1430 (Fed, Cir. 2002). The rehearing decision did not meet this 
requirement, 

3. An assertion of basic knowlec.ge and common sense not based on any evidence in the 
record lacks substantial evidence sup]:iort. In reZurko, 258 F.3d 1379, 59 USPQ2d 1693 (Fed. 
Cir. 2001). The Board*s assertion of basic knowledge was not based on any evidence of record. 

4. Determinations as to obviousness are to be based on the standard set forth by the Supreme 
Court in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 US. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966). In making 
determinations as to obviousness, four factual inquiries must be made, namely: 

(A) determining th-: scope and content of the prior art; 

(B) ascertaining thfs differences between the prior art and each of the claims at 
issue; 

(C) resolving the If tvel of ordinary skill in the art; and 

(D) evaluating evic ence of secondary considerations. 

There is no evidence of recorc- that the Board addressed the basic factual inquiries in 
accordance with Graham v. John Deere Co, For example, the Board did not accurately resolve 
the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. One of ordinary skill in the art would Iciow how 
tlirough-the-wall ATMs are mounted. The attached document provides evidence of mounting 
details for a through-the-wall ATM. The provided evidence shows that the Board's opinion 
(which is not an opinion of one skilled in the art) about how through-the-wall ATMs are mounted 
is in error. 

"7- 

PA6E9/16*RCVDAT4m/2008 1:29:33PM[EasternDaylightTime]*S^^ 



.04/14/2008 



13:31 FAX 3307226446 



Walker. & Jocke 



Eioio 



5. The Appellants are not requinid to prove patentability, as the Board apparently asserts. 
Conversely, it is the Office which must establish a basis for rejection of the claims under the law 
as expressly set forth in 35 U.S,C. §1 32. The Office plainly has not met this burden, 

6, The Board itself admits (rehejiring decision page 4, at lines 10-12; decision at page 23, 
lines 15-19) that the wall and mounting are not expressly illustrated in Ramachandran. In place 
of tlie required concrete evidence of record, the Board instead substituted an unsupported opinion 
that RaiTiachandran somehow suggesied the recited features, as previously discussed. The Board 
also incorrectly asserted (rehearing dc^cision page 4, at lines 1-10) that "even if it turned out that 
Ramachandran's method of support as actually different than that method alleged by the Board, 
the rejection was still valid because ";tfi ordmary person viewing" the Figures of Ramachandran 
"would have been led to believe that ihe machine is supported by a wall of the bank," 

However, the many Board opinions, allegations, and beliefs regarding Ramachandran 
(and relied upon in the rehearing decision) are false. Nor are the allegations even reasonable. 
Just because the Board (apparently thi referenced "ordinary person") is fooled into thinking that a 
through-the-wall ATM is supported by a wall, does not convey to the thinking of one of ordinary 
skill in the relevant art. 

Agsin 3. prima facie case of obviousness has not been established. Nor are the 
unsupported and relied upon opinions made by the Board the legal standard for review. Tlie 
procedural requirements of the Office were not respected. However, as the Board in its decision 
has asked Appellants to show that the Board's unsupported factual conclusions are wrong, the 
Board's decision should be vacated ar d the requested evidence enclosed herewith considered. 

-8- 
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The document's teaching 

Particularly note the lower right Figure on page 3 of the enclosed document. This Figure 
shows (with respect to the ATM passing through the wall openiug) that tliere is a 10 mm (3/8 
inch) gap between the fascia bottom i\nd the wall opening bottom, and that there is also an 8 mm 
(5/16 inch) gap between the fascia top and the wall opening top. One having ordinary sldll in the 
art would recognize that the gaps present the ATM frame from being supported by the wall. 
That is, the document shows that in a through-the-wall type of ATM (like the ATM relied upon 
in Ramachandran)j the ATM frame is not supported by a wall. 

Furthermore, note the ATM leveling (support) legs and the stated ATM weight (1,500 
pounds). That is, the document also teaches that because of the enormous weight of an ATM, 
special support structure (not a conventional wall) is needed to support the ATM. One skilled in 
common wall construction and structure would have understood thai a conveiitional wall would 
not be used to support an ATM. 

This pubHcally available document could have been easily obtained by the Board via an 
Jhtemet search. 

Prior art knowledge invalidates the Board's many allegations 

As previously indicated, the enclosed documejit provides evidence that Ramacbandran 
does not teach or suggest the features relied upon by the Board in affirming the rejections of 
claims 4, 20, 28, 41, and 45. The document proves that the Board's luany unsupported opinions 
regarding Ramacbandran are plainly r.ot true. The document shows that Raroachandran teaches 
away from (as Appellants have continually argued) an ATM frame supported by an interior 

-9- 
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building wall (as alleged by the Board in affirming the rejections), especially where the frame 
supports an ATM component, A decision that rehes on unsupported opinion, rather than factual 
evidence of record, while at the same time makes a request for Appellants to submit rebuttal 
evidence, that until issuance of the decision Appellants were not authorized by the Rules to 
submit, is plainly procedurally and le gaily improper. 



Regardless of whether the requested evidence (document) is provided entry by tlie Office, 
tlie publically available facts in the dcjcunient show that the Board clearly erred in affirming the 
rejections of claims 4, 20, 28, 41, and 45 (and the claims dependent thereon). As a result. 
Appellants petition to vacate the decision and have these claim rejections reversed in order to 
correct the record. 

Appellants* petition should be granted for the reasons presented herein. The undersigned 
is willing to discuss any aspect of the petition by telephone at the Office's convenience. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 




Daniel D. Wasil 



Reg, No, 45,303 



Customer No- 28995 
(330) 721-0000 



WALKER cS: JOCKE 
231 South Broadway 
Medina, Ohio 44256 
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I072i» THROUGH THE WALL WALK-UP UNIT 
WITH ix SAFE AND POLYMER FASCIA 


CALL 1-600-999-3600 





> 

LU 



• 1550 I &P/b'' recommended ' 



SHOWN IS THE WlNIMUM/ReCOWMENDEO AR£A RCOUin^Q FOR INSTALLATION ANO 
SCRVlcr:, THCSE PIMENSIONS SHOWN MAY SE INCREASED WHEREVER POSSIBLE TO 
IMPROVI- INSTALLATION AND SERVICE ACCESS. USE OF AMY AREA LESS THAN THE 
RECOMMENDED AREA way RESULT IN AN INCREASE IN tMSTALLATlON AND SERVICE 
TtM£. CONSULT WITH OiEBOLD INSTALLATION/'SERVICE BRANCH FOR SPECIAL 
BUILDING CONDITIONS. 



SHOWN WITH OPTIONAL 
LIOHT (SEE EXTERIOR 
ELEVATIDNJ 

STATEMENT 
PRINT £R 




NOTEj 

INSIDE FLOOR LEVEL MUST SI; THE SAME AS OUTSlDE 
SIDEWALK LEVEL FOR OPTIMIJAj ACCESS. IF INSI3E 
FLOOR 15 HIGHITR OR LOWER THAN OUTSIDE* DIMENSION 
FOR LOCATING WALL OPENING WILL HAVE TO E?f. AQJUSTGO 
ACCnROIWCLV AND OPTIMUM ACCESS REDUlREM INTS WILL 
NOE BE MET. 

EXTERIOR 



LOCATE WAI I OPENING FROM 
INSIDE 'FINISH- FLOOR LEVIEL 
I SEE BACK PACE J 

TBT Or) MINIMUM - 



1000 <39%"> RECOMMENDED" 

VERTICAL SECTION 



ELEVATION 
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CONDUIT AND JUNCTION BOX 
REQUIREMENTS 

25mm ( I') METAL CONDUIT FROM ALAflM CONTROL CABINET lUMCTtON DO.^ TO 
lOEmmWMSO,^ 5-1 mm EZ'/a 'J DP, JUNCTION BOK (ALL Br E.ODIEBOLD TO 
PROVIDE FLAT COVER WiTM TAMPER SWITCH. 

WHEN 'SECUROMATJC AFTEP HOUR HEFOStTORV I& TO BE COhnECTEO 

to AIM UNlT.F.C.TO RUN 19 f<^.r. i^4*)\^F.TU COWDIJIT FROM 10? mm SQ. X 

5^mm I »'/„V OP. JUNCTION BOX TO AFTER HOUf? DEPOSITORY. 

E,C. TO RUN !9ftiiri i^i'^UOW TIGHT aEX METAL CONDUIT (ft t^mfnif,') niC(D 
CDNOUiT fROM JUNCTION BOK TO CA^U: CQNN^CTIMC PI,ATf; , 

19 mm ^y^n METAL COHOUIT AND UNSWITCHED ELECTRICAL SUPPLY TO lOSmmM'f SO. 
X 54fnri t?'/s') DP. JUNCTION BOX WITH RECEPTACLE WITHIN "JMmn. t e6"l OF 
5CE Oft KftONT COHNECIINC PLATE. BOTTOM CONNECTION Ml 5T BE COMPENSATED 
ACCOPDINCLT fALL BT EX. M SEE P0WE1 REOUIPEMENTS >. 

E.C. (D SUPI\Y tDMI'AMULE HeCEPtaCLE r'OR tDUNTrtT SPl Cll'lt ^'LUO-tN 
CONNECTOR SUPPLIED WITH UN!T,POHtS CORD LENGTH Zie^n H 186') 
fftOM filial-: Of UNCI- 

FOP DESK TOP WODEMS- NO CONDUIT flEOUIPEO FQn DATfi I IWE CABLE- MODEM 
UU5T BE INSTALLED WITHIN |?90?mm M^'-O') CABLE RUN OF THg IMT. 

OaTA tA6li Must lie At LtASI S(Tm (2*1 ROM ANT A.C. 'OWSR CfttJLE. 

DESK TOP MODEMS MUST BE wmtlN IflZflrnm (6'-0'l OF A 5TWJ0ARD. 
SINGLE PHA5E. THREE-WIRE OUTLET. 



POWER REQUIREMENTS 

ThE ATM RCOUJRF.S A SiNCLE-PHASE TMREC-WiRE urJSWITCkED POWER OUTL£T. WIRrNC 

TO THE flTJi MUST USE A TMIRO-WIRC EflfiTH CROUND tCOhOUiT GROUND IS NOT 

ACCEPTABLE'. THE POWER SUPPLIED MUST SE AS SPECIFtO BELOVf, 

IOO-t;?f VAC t*&y.r\Q7.) bCHZ t+^-l/.) SINDLE PHAS£ 

Id0-li:7 VAC (♦6'/.,-iOXj 60Hi SINULE r-HASE 

200-2dO VAC U/-|0fll50Hi (+y.|Ml SINGLE PHASE 

200-240 VAC (^/-IO>l>60Hi: (+/-|J'.l SINGLE PHASE 

POWER rO 1HE ATU MAY 9F. A BHANrK OH Pb'PICAt^LU S^KVICI; AND MUSI* BL 
PROTECTED 31 A BAKtTY QUICK -OlSCOWNEC T Dt'VICE lO 6Ai>K LINE VCLTaOE 

(SUCH AS A Circuit breaker at the electrical service pancli. thc quick 

DISCONNECT DEVICE lOR CIRCUIT BREAt^ERi "UST TURN OFF THE LtWE VOLTAGE 
AT THE AMPERAGE SPECIFIED BELOW. 

loa-isT ■ VAC SERVICE, Disconnect at 20 amperes 

200-2tO vac service, disconnect at 10 AMPERES 

INSTALLATIONS OUTSIDE THE U,5.A, MUST INCLLWE EARTH FAULT PROtF.CTlCN. 

oTHEff SLiccTftoNtc DEVICES sharko powsr on A comu6n qranch Circuit 

MUSI COnPORM to The Same conducted tNTEAFERENCE STANDARDS AS 
THE ATM. 



UACHtNE STATUS 


fr\ STANDARD 

vy pe vices 


COLDrt 
VS' MGNITO)^ 


MAXIMUM 

w Devices 


IDLE (NO TRANSACTIONt 


I3S WAITS 


300 WATT4 


WATTS 


TRANSACTION tpigPENSE) 
IN PROGRESS 


320 WATTS 


flZ5 WATTS 


9T5 WATTS 



NOTE; 



JUNCTION BOXES MUST BE LOCATED MTHtN ZIB^mm ( B6'( OF CONNECTING 
PLATE. I LENGTH Of CLECTPtCAL POWE'l CABLE PROVIDED WIH UNIT ». 
LOCATE iw AW EASILY ACCESSIBLE ARKA, 

ISOxES CAN QE Flush MOUNTED wiTh COnCEaLED CCNOUtT f :k 
NEW CONSTRUCTION OR B0)*C5 CaN Bf: SURFACE MOUNTED 
WITH EXPOSED CONDUIT FOR EXISTING CONSTRUCTION. 

SPECIFICATIONS 

PHYSICAL SECURITY 

THE SECURITY SAFE meets the bank PR0TE";TI0N ACT fl? STAT 7, '5, 
I? use 093, AND MEl^TS VHE ATTACK TEST R£R UL 291 -IS. THE SAFI OOOR 
HAS A POSITIVE PELOCItiNC FEATuPE. THE SAf'E OOOP IS CONTROLLED BY * 
CROUP 2 COMBINATIOH LOCK WTH OR WiTHOUV REYLOCltlNC OiAL CAI ABILITY 
OR OPTIONAL ELECTRONIC LOCK. 

ALARM PROTECTION 

THE UL'LISTED SAFE 15 EQUIPPED WITH A BA:>EC ALARM 5EN50H PALACE. IHt 
BASIC PACKAGE INCLUDES A SAFE DOOR OPE^ SWITCH. ALARM SHUN' ihfC SwncH, 

AND RATE-DF-RQE HEAT SENSOR. 



OCTP OR KTP PROCESSOR, MONOCHROME MONITOR, MOTORIZED CAPD RCADtlR. JOURNAL 
PRINTER^ CONSUMER PRINTER, STANDARD DEPOSITER. AND FOUR-HIGH DISPENSER. 

(?) SAU^ AS t[> ABOVE *iVH 3liil ti5'> COLOR MONITOR REPLACING 229 i^'i 

^ MQNDCHftOUS MONIIDR. 

(T) SAME AS (?» ABOVE WITH HEATf.R. 

THE POWER USE DEPENDS ON THE NUMBER AND TYPE OF OEVICSS PRESENT IN 
THE ATM. AND THE TYPE OF TRANSACTION THE ATM 15 PERFORMING. 
HEAT OUTPUT 

3.32T BTUXH8 MAX. mn HEATERS tQISPENSEt - 1.024 BTU/HR WITHOUT HEATF^5 ( 1D1,E) . 
OPERATING ENVIRONUENT 

EAFI- LOCATION ► irf" C TO 33* C fSO" f TO IOCTfi 

aelative humidity ( HON-CONOENSINC ] 

ZO To EQ'K AT 3rC fSCTFl. 

20 TO 5SZ AT an'r. i lotf f) 



FASCiA LOCATION 

WEIGHT Of UNIT 
6aO Kg ll.SOO lBSJ 



--34'C TO S^'C <-3d* F TO l3Cf F> 
RELATIVE HUMIDITY 15 TO 10*01! 





0EPC5IT 
SLt'T 


CONSUMER 
KEY60AR0 
TCP ROV^ 

(D 


TOP 
tunc t ion 
k,ey 

© 


STATEMENT 
PRINTER 


CONSUK^ER 
PRINTEP 

© 


CARD 
READER 

© 


PRESENTER 

© 


COIN 
POCKET 

© 


HEIGHT FROM BOTTOlVl OF SAFE 
t WITHOUT LEVELING LEGS ) 




909 135% M 


1095 


1189 m% ") 


1030 M2I/2*) 


1000 (39%-) 


711(28 •) 


709 \?.7Vb') 


DEPTH FROM FRONT EOCE OF ATM BEZEL 
1 WITH STANDARD WALL COLLAR ) 


197 ('7^) 


1 9%') 


269 ( llW 


18^ iVA*) 


165 (6'/?"> 


163 (8%"* 






d78x kEY $PaC|NQ / 
WITH 3BlfTim 115") 1 


^^ HEIGHT IS TO CENTER OF COIN POCttET. /V 
DEPTH IS TO BACK OF COIN POCItET ' 



o 

CM 



CJ) 

< 

CL 



5h 

p 

o s 

i 



ACCE5& TO LICIHT ANO 
BEZEL LATCH 



> 

UJ 

a: 




ALTERNATE JUNCTION BOX LOCATION 
WHEM UNIT IS REPLACING EXISTING 
goOO SERIES ATM 

mE-US£ EXISTING. JUNCTION BOXES) 



RECOMMENOEO JUNCTION BOX 
LOCATION FOB NEW INSTALLATION 



NOTEi 

■OPTIONAL LEVELING LtC 
KIT OO-IQITSS-OOOA fS AVAILABLE 
FOR F6mm TO i52mm (3* TO 6-) LEVELING 



NOTEi 

FOR ELECTRICAL POWER, DATA UABLE AND 
ALARM CABLE OPENINGS INTO ChEST SEE 
BACK OF PAGL 




VERTICAL SECTION 



° INTERIOR ELEVATICN 
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ElOlS 





\072ix THROUGH THE WALL WALK-UP UNIT 
WITH ix SAFE AND POLYMER FASCIA 
WALL OPENING DETAIL 


CALL 1-800-999-3600 







uj 

l/l o 
Z 3 



CL 



If 

IS 

as 



SEE TRONT PACE 

DETAILS OF UNIT — . 



FOI^ WALLS OVER ZDlin m ( B' > 
PROVIDE MINIMUM ClEaK'NNCE of 
I53rfim ( 6' ) AT SIDES /,N0 
102mm t I*) AT TOP OF UNIT 

TO :;uiT QUiLDiNc conjtpuction 



152 t 6M 

M!N. 



|—J035 t^Oy^'} MINIMUM NOTCH 1 



-730 tisy^') w,o. 



' ' MIN. 





39 nl/j'i^ 



— 906 Ol/4">- 



PLAN VIEW 



■WALL AS^ 
REQUIRED 



( fl') 
HOLD 



— z 



2 



INTERIOR ELEVATION 



NOTE: 

DETAIL POR WALLS OVER 203mni ( 8') 



-203 -k-l 



■MAX, WALL IN 
AREA OF Um 



-WALL AS 
REQUIRED 



SECTION 



203mni ( 9 1 WAX, WALL 
THICKNESS IN AREA 

OF UNIT 



[— 730 (2B5<,')W.U. — f 



LINE OF F\SCIA 



1 




NOTEi ^ 

ALLOW Obmm I'/q') k^iHiMUM CLEARANCE 
ON SIDES ANO BOTTOM ANO ?5fnm I P) 
AT \Hl lOP. 




NOTE: 

555 t 22V4* > MIN, FROM INSIDE 'FINtSHEO' FLOOR 
LEVEL TO WALL OPENING ( WHEN LfNiT IS 
SITTING ON THE FLOOR WITHOUT LEVELJNG 
LI^GS ). 

5BII22Vq')T0 &<in 25*/,-i max. TROM INSlOe 
FLOOR LEVEL TO WALL OPENING WHEN USING 
SUPPLIED LEVELING LEGS. 

OPTIONAL LEVELING LEG KIT OQ-IQIigS-OOOA 
IS AVAILABLE FOR 76mm TO IB2mm 
( 3- TO 6' » LEVELING - 



« -J 



o 



UJ 

s 



B 



1. 



NOTE: 

INSIDE FLOOR I EVF^L MUST BE THE SAME AS OUTSIt t SIOEWALK LEVEL FOR 
OPTtMUM ACCESS. IF INSIDE FLOOP IS HIGHER OR LO ^ER THAN OUTSIDE, 
DIMFNSION FOR lOCATINC WALL OPENING WILL HAVE TO BE ADJUSTED 
aCCORDInCLT or OPTWUM access REQUIREMENTS ^ILL NOT 95 MET. 

EXTERIOR ELEVATION 



t 



03-|^W 

0'j y A 

-215 -i^ MAX. HOLD 



■203Hf-MAX. WALL IN 
I AREA OF UNIT 



-LOCATE WALL OPENING 
FROM INSIDE 'FINISHED^ 

FLOOR leve;l 



VERTICAL SECTION 
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E1016 



BBBSSt 



is 



VI UI 

p 




UNIT COMES WITH M) Ml6 LEVELING 
LEGS OR UNIT CAN BE MOUNTED TO 
THE FLOOR 

Zgmm ( l/u' > D'A. HOLE 
FOR ALARM CABLES 
* ( SIDE ENTRY ) 

32mm (iWDlA. HOLE 

FOR POWER CORO AND 
DATA CABLES, 
t SIDE ENTRr ) 



(2: iZmm d'/.") DIA. HOLES 
FC^ MOUMTINC TO FLOOR 




i2mm [ DIA. HOLt* 
FOR ALARM, POWER CORO AND 
DATA CABLCS (BOTTOM CNTRT ) 



BOTT>M PLATE 
Oh* CllfiT 



PLAN VIEW 



\!7 



ii 




POWER CABLE PLATE 

NOTE: 

FLFCTRICAL AND DATA CABLING ENTERS THI- ATM THROUGH A CABLil ENTRY 

QP£NINO ON TH£ SiDl; OF Th£ SaFE. CaBLES ENTERING THE ATM PASS THROUGH 

THE POWER CABLE PLATE WHICH tS ATTACHED TO THE INSIDE WALL OF THE 

SAFE OVER THE CABLE ENTRY OPENING. CABLING CAN ENTER FROM THE 

SIDE OP OPTtONALLY FROM UNDER THE ATM- THE CABLE ENTRY OPEMlNCi 

IS ON THE RIGHT SIDE OF THE SAFE AS VIEWED FROM TH£ REaR OF Th£ ATM. 



I'DWER CORO LENGTH 
;'ia4mm ( 8SMFR0M 
MOE OF UNIT 



-:aBl£ CONNECTING PLATE 



I M { 



SIDE VIEW 



GENERAL SPECIFICATIONS 

SIf iNAL CABLE RUM COI STHAINTS^ 

The FwLLotviNc chart Tpemizes the PriYSiCfiL spacing reouirements of the signal cacle run 
wrH respect to oth:r power and electrical equipment cable run. 



WE 

tog 



^3 





pgWER OP" ELECTRICAL RUN 


ttpe of Electrical Rvn 


BELOW 2 KVA 


2-5 KVA 


ABOVE 5 KVA 


-XUORESCENT. NEON )« INCANDESCENT 
■JGHTIND FIXTURES 


ISTmni f5") 


I27nim fS'l 


iZTirm 


UNSHIELDED POWER LINE OP ELECTRICAL EDUtPMENT 


l??mni t5') 


305tnm ti2't 


SlCmm I3 -0-) 


JNSHIELDEO POWER LINES DP ELECTRICAL tOUIHMtWl 
^ITH SIGNAL CABLES ENCLOSED IN GROUNDED CONDUIT 




lS2mm (6-1 


30$mm (12* 1 


I'OWER LINES IN GROUNDED CONDUT W|TH SIGNAL 
CABLES IN CROUNDCC CONDUIT 


3Qmm 


T6m«Kl t3") 


IS^mm 1^"} 



SIC ^NAL CABLE INST flLL.tT ION CONSfKAINiS 

RELATIVE CARE IS REO 
LIGHTING CABLE, SIGNAL 
WHS I AND AS MUCH S 
CONDUIT PARy^METCRS. 
CONDUIT SHOULD nqt 



IIRED WHEN INSTALLING SIGNAL CAtjLSS IN CQNDUITS. UNLIKE POWER AND 
CABLES HAVE SMALL CONDUCTORS AND LIGHT INSULATION AND WILL NOT 
HMN IN INSTALLATION. ThE FOLLOWING CHART 5UMMARIZCS SOME COMMON 
"HE SUM OF THE CR05S-S£CTI0NAL AREAS 0? CABLES BEiNQ INSTALLED IN 
:VCEED 1Q'/r DP THE AREA OF TH£ CONDUIT. 



CONDUIT 
' SIZE 
\ INCHES J 


INTERNAL 
DIAMETER 

1 INCHES J 


AREA-50UARE INCHES 


10 OX 


^OV, 








.&2Z 


.30 


.1? 




,075 






-53 


.21 


.ITS 


.13? 


r 




.a 6 


■ .iA 


SLBl 


.215 


1%- 


I.3&0 


I.SO 


.GO 


.195 


.iYS 




LGIO 


2.01 


.Bl 


.&T3 


.SIO 





Z.0G7 




1.34 


MQ3 


.B40 



FOR CONDUIT RuNS 15.; 5 METRES TO 30.5 METRES (50 TO 100 FEET), NOT WOPC THAN 33^ OF CONDUIT 
AREA SHOULD BE USED 

FOR CONDUIT PUNS OV :r 30.S METRES 1 lOO FEET). NOT MORE THAN 25'/. OF CONDUIT AREA SHOULD BE USED, 
EACH 9Cf CONDUIT BENI' MAT BE ESTiMAtEO a5 GOUAL TO THE FRICTION OP A 3.15 METRES *30 TOOT) LCNGTH 
STRAIGHT LEVEL CONDLIT. IF MORE THAN TWO 90" BENDS APE USED IN CONOUH RUN, WSERT ^ PULL BOX. 

EL ECTRO STATIC PISCH^Kf^E. 

STATIC ELECTRICITY C^ ARGES ARE BU)LT UP AS A RESULT OF CONTACT WITH CERTAIN Fl^OOfl 
COVERINGS AND FUHNU Jt^E. A DISCHARGE OF THIS BIJll 0 UP CAN CAUSE DISCOMFORT 70 PEOPLE AND 
POSSIBLE tNTERFERENC 1 WITH ELECTRONIC EOUtPWENT. THE FOLLOWING PRECAUTIONS SHOULD BE 

Ti^EN whenevlh Possible to reduce rue chance or static discharge problems. 

AVOID RELATIVE HUMIOI 'Y VALUES OF LESS THAN ^OX- TRfiAT FuODP COVERINGS AROuND 
Ft rCTRONIC FOUIPMCNT with static REDUCING AGENTS COMMERCIALLY AVAILA0LE. 

bXlERNAL CABLING 

PLr.A5E REfER TO THE APPROPRIATE ATM LiTHO l-'OR DETAILS FOR TERMINAL CABLE ACCESS. 
JUNCTION BO<ES.COnDM)T. ETC.. ARE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CUSTOMER. 
LOCAL C0DC5 WILL DIC TaTE LOCATION AND MATERIALS To BE 
USED IN ELECTRICAL C )MnECTI0N5. 

NE GATIVE PRESSURE CONSTRAINTS 

fO PREVENT COLO WE/ TMER OPERATING PROBLEMS DUE TQ INDUCTION OF OUTSlOE AlR AND 
ACCOMPANVINC INCURSIMN OK OlfrT, ATm SHOULD BE HOUSED IN A fQSITIVE PRESSURE CMVIRDNMEnT . 
HOWEVER. NEGATIVE PRI.SSUPE (VACUUM )NyT £xCEE0iN6 t .05*) HiO IS ACCEPTABLE. TALL BUILOINCS 
' ARE ESPECIALLY PRONF TQ HAVING NEGATIVE PRESSURE VALUES GREATER THAN < .05') SPECIAL 
ENGINEERING WILL BE RLOUIRED f THIS SPECIFIED NEGATIVE PRESSURE tS EXCEEDED. 
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